Background
New medical technologies have been identified as one of the leading causes of increasing healthcare expenditures. The Israeli National Health Insurance Law stipulates a National List of Health Services (NLHS) which all residents are entitled to from their health plans. This list has been updated annually for almost a decade using a structured review and decision-making process. Although the Israeli explicit priority-setting experience is unique and may be considered groundbreaking, its fairness and legitimacy have not been assessed.
Objectives and Methods
To assess the priority-setting process in Israel for compliance with the four conditions of accountability for reasonableness outlined by Daniels and Sabin (2002) We used such data as public documents, audit reports, literature review, the mass media, observations from the meetings of the Public Advisory Committee (PNAC) responsible for recommending new technologies for the NLHS, and interviews with committee members.
Conclusions
The fairness and legitimacy of the priority-setting mechanism have not yet been established. The main obstacles for achieving these goals may relate to the large number of technologies assessed each year within a short time frame (500 technologies assessed in 2007), the lack of personnel engaged in health technology assessment and the desire for early adoption of new technologies. Changes in the priority-setting process should be made in order to increase its acceptability among the different stakeholders Accountability for Reasonableness (Daniels and Sabin, 2002) Relevance -Resource allocation decisions are based on principles that fair-minded people can agree are relevant to deciding how to meet the health needs of the populations under budget constraints Publicity -Decisions regarding both direct and indirect limits to care (resource allocation) and their rationales must be publicly accessible Revisions and Appeals -Mechanism for challenging and disputing resolutions regarding resource allocation decisions and Opportunities for revision and improvement of policies in the light of new evidence or arguments Enforcement -A voluntary or public regulation of the process to ensure that the first three conditions are met
